2 


Oct. 10, 1970: 


Fre B. 2. Kastler, 


Bear Bud, 


Thanks Pred much for your time to coment on our railroad venture, as I 
your thoughts were provoking and well done. Although ny 


oriented senses wanted to argue with you at several‏ عد عمو م 


points, I cannot help but agree that overall you are probably right, 

and J doubt that ayy additional sau) on your part will serve to change 
your original contention. In à sense I had already|come to that conclusion, 
although my own personal Involvement due to aur property acquisition — 
seems to look bad to the public if I spend ton mich tine proneting this 

on a public basis, and I'm afraid if I try and back out now, it will 0 
Not that I'm that ispertant, but because I've been dloser to this than 
anyone else, and know mare about it now than anyona, I aa ina real 
quandry personally. 


Dr. Green has 211238 had the public spirit and ١ heaetidiy agreed with 
you, but Leon Ri le, out Chamber president did not euphatioal He 
اي ا ا‎ ee ee ساس‎ acd wor 5 ats of lvok, and 
Gann little long term planning. I dentt know how ha has done it, but 
there is plenty of visible proof of this cuccess, and I can't knowk that. 
He thinks we can per- ed this deal with about $2: , 000,00 and & lob of 
work, amd that any visible indications of our pate 80 ef success vould 
force the State te wark with us te avold public con fon. 1 couldn't 
live with this as life is too shert to worry that 8 a and I an not willing 
to start worrying again about necting the overdrafts ‘and potential failure 
at every corner. Life is too short to start again. | I've gone that route. 


Theres too much water bb boat on, whiskey to drink, amen to love and 
guya to palérotnd with to take on sensthing like that. 


Bui, 1 personally and our comunity is committed to make this thing go, and 
damm it, its going to someway. ۱ 


Let me give you a couple af thoughts to add to those that we sent in the 
papers ue left with you.s 


1. Wasatch County is a member of the Four Corners Eeenomto evelopment 


eres, which should pub us in 5 postition ofr grants tb finance feasibility 


3 and possibly be a souree of dnezpens ive mens to finance richt 
of yay acquisition ane psssible operating capital during the first few 
years of operation def let's. 
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$200,000 figure could be argued on the following jt stificationss 


2. The figure of $200,000 as quoted to us by the | ige department 
apparently is the figure they want fer the use of the zialresd sight 
of way from Ylidwood to Heher. They justify this figure because of teh 
need for some 90 1b. rail to change the Garfield Weetern on the west 
side of Sait Lake for Freeway location. If private enterprize were to 
3 this rightofuay and track and decide to operate this steam 
railway on a profit basis, I see no arguement with the $200,000, as it is 
a fair, (in fact damn good) price for the land and track. But, if ve 
were to try and put this together on a public basi (ie Wasatch County 
State Park Combine with possibly our Foundation operating it as a concession 
and In à nen profit basis ( but damn high afficer ۵ alaries) then this 


A. There are federad funds involved in the acquisition and but ld ing 
af any U.S. highways, and that percent of federal funds used to acquire 
this right of way should not be involvedto penalize any public agency 
that. is trying to build wp the etonomic attraction| of the state of Utah. 


3. The stated need for the raiis for the ei 1 s of the Garfield 
is probably being used as an enticement to get ther 1 to agree to moving 
at not tbo much cost to the government. They appe stent ly enly need 5 
miles of rail at the mest to relocate, and there 1 10 miles of 907 
involved in Provocileber Valley aren. Rumor has it that the balance will 
be given te Garfield Western to ellow them to bulld up their trackage 
in the industrial area of Salt Lake, and they are most happy with 85 
deal. This type of compensation to a private concern fer 
agains involves federal funds, which I understand s as muchas 5 
of the total cost. Again, there fs justification in a pesition that 
we have a right to renegotiate the amount to be paid te the hiway — 
department if another public body’ is responsible for repayment and that 
Payment should not include additienal funds to allow Garfield Western 
to build up their industrial trackage. 


C. The difference between Federal icipation in building of 
Provo Canyon (I think its arsund 65-75% 5 o the 95% Federal 
on Freewys could also be considered when we ateempt to fairly | 
65 ecules the State Hiway department for Utah Funds dedicated to 
highway development. 


I may have rahbled too nuch, Bud, forgive the lenghy paragraphs, but 
I do appreciate your interest and hope you can help guide us to a 
Sticcessfull conclusien to this endevor. 


Sincerely, 


